
San Bernardino County Quarterly (January 2007) Child Welfare Services (CWS) Outcomes – at a Glance
Measure Baseline

Rate1
Target Present

Rate
Desired
Trend

Present
Trend2

Progress Rx For Continued Improvement

Safety Outcomes Safety

For all children with a substantiated
referral, what percent had another
substantiated referral within 6 months?

10.0% <= 8.0% 8.4%

Progressing
Nicely

• Implementation of CAT
• Team Decision Making meetings
• Voluntary FM Services

Rate of child abuse and/or neglect in
foster care 0.01% <= 0.57% 0.69%

Could be
Better

• Quarterly Contact  with Child in
Home

• Wraparound services

Percent of Child Abuse/Neglect Referral
with a Timely Response 3 94.0% >= 90% 94.6%

Progressing
Nicely

• Continue expedited referral
processing and Emergency
Response

Timely Social Worker Visits with Child 3 83.0% >= 90% 92.7%

Progressing
Nicely

• Continue required contacts and
timely CWS/CMS data entry--
monitor  through Safe Measures

• Complete waivers for exceptions
in case plan

Permanency and Stability Outcomes • Permanency and Stability

Percent of children reunified within 12
months 66.1% >= 70.0% 61.8%

Attention
Required

• Expedited FR
• TDM
• Engage parents in case plan
• Monthly Contacts

Percent of children adopted within 24
months (SIP) Data is from 2004

21.0% >= 32.0% 30.4%
Progressing
Nicely

• Concurrent Planning Services
• Multidisciplinary case reviews

Percent of children with 1-2 placements
within first 12 months

81.2% >= 80.0% 84.4%
Progressing
Nicely

• CPU
• TDM for all Placements
• Expedited Relative approvals

Percent of children who re-entered
foster care within 12 months of a prior
exit from foster care (SIP)

11.8% <= 8.6% 8.8%

Progressing
Nicely

• TDM/FGDM
•  Wraparound
• Community-based supportive

services
Well-Being Outcomes State Avg. S.B. Avg. • Well-Being Outcomes

Percent of children placed with some
and/or all of their siblings 3 73.0% 66.8% 74.5%

Progressing • CPU
• Family Group Decision Making

Percent of children placed with relatives
while in foster care 3 31.9% 36.0% 33.7%

Progressing • Relative Assessment Unit
• Family-to-Family Initiatives
• TDM
• FGDM

Notes:
1.  Rate used as a basis of comparison is from January 2004 AB 636 Quarterly Report 2.  General Pattern Over Time 3.  State Measure Only
Areas in Yellow are SIP related measures
ILP Data measures are being developed by DCSS and CWDA.  Fairness and Equity data is reported on a separate page.


